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ABSTRACT 
The Mental Capacity Act 2005 (MCA) guides clinicians in England and Wales in how to 
support patients to make a capacitous decision. Documentation of patients’ capacity 
is mandatory for certain decisions in psychiatric hospitals so as to evidence the use of 
the MCA guidance. Given the importance of decisions such as where to live and what 
medication to take, the quality of clinician interview and documentation is important 
to monitor.  
Method: The quality and quantity of decision-making capacity (DMC) documentation 
was reviewed in a psychiatric hospital in England for older adults. The clinical records 
of 49 discharged patients were examined retrospectively. All DMC documentation 
found was compared with existing legal guidance on capacity assessment. 
Results: 46/58 DMC documents were found to be insufficient. There was little evidence 
of what information had been given to patients to enable autonomous decision 
making, what actions had been undertaken to optimise capacity and what alternative 
decision options were presented. 
Conclusions: Consideration should be given by hospital managers to support DMC 
assessment by staff. Further reflection is needed on the part of regulators regarding 
the optimum DMC documentation standard, particularly regarding physical health 
medication for psychiatric inpatients. Guidance and training for all staff involved in the 
assessment and documentation of DMC should be made available. 
 
I. INTRODUCTION 
 
The statutory principles of the Mental Capacity Act (MCA) 2005 came into full force in 
October 2007 and applies to all persons over the age of 16 in England and Wales. The 
MCA is underpinned by 5 statutory principles: 
 
(i) Capacity is assumed unless there is clear evidence it is lacking; 
(ii) An unwise decision does not mean the individual lacks capacity;  
(iii) If someone lacks capacity to make a decision, all practical steps must be taken to help the 
person make a decision; 
(iv) Any decision made on someone’s behalf because they lack capacity must be in their best 
interest; 
(v) Any decision made on someone’s behalf because they lack capacity should consider the least 
restrictive option ).  
 
A capacity assessment requires an assessment of whether there is a disturbance of 
mind or brain. If there is, then the assessor must assess the person further to 
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determine whether the person can understand, retain, use and weigh the information 
and communicate their decision. This is referred to as the two-stage functional test.  
 
Both the MCA Code of Practice (issued under the Act) and guidance from the General 
Medical Council specify that the process and outcome of capacity assessments should 
be documented in the patients’ records(1–3). However, in 2014, a specially convened 
Parliamentary inquiry identified that capacity assessments were generally not recorded 
and were of poor quality (4).  
 
Mental capacity law guidance (5) suggests that documentation is explicit regarding: 
what are felt to be the salient details the person needs to understand, the choices that 
are available and in evidencing each element of the capacity test. In addition, it must 
be made clear how the inability to make a decision is secondary to an impairment or 
disturbance of mind or brain (6).  
 
Current guidance across England is for psychiatric inpatients to have documentation 
to evidence that their capacity has been assessed for the decisions to be admitted to 
hospital and to receive treatment. Recent case law has emphasised the importance of 
giving accurate information on the risks and benefits of a proposed treatment, 
alternative treatment options, tailoring the information to the patient  and allowing 
time and space for the patient to consider the information (7).  
 
Despite the MCA being in force for some years, there are concerns that there are 
challenges facing clinicians when translating knowledge into practice (8) With this in 
mind, this study aimed to assess the quality of decision-making capacity (DMC) 
documentation at an old age psychiatric hospital in England. The implications for 
practice and challenges of addressing them will be discussed. 
 
II. METHOD 
 
A retrospective audit of the clinical records of all patients discharged from two wards 
at The Woodlands Unit, Rotherham, England between January and November 2016 
was undertaken.   
 
Both wards provided care for patients aged over 65. One ward specialised in the care 
of patients with dementia, whilst the other ward specialised in treating patients with 
mood disorders and psychosis.  
 
The paper and electronic records of 49 patients were reviewed for evidence of 
documentation of DMC. Any documentation found was copied word for word and 
anonymised.  
 
The decision being made and professional background of the person documenting the 
information was logged. This was carried out by authors 1 and 2 in January 2017.  
 
All DMC documentation found was on a structured MCA1 Form: Record of Mental 
Capacity Assessment(9). For the purposes of analysis, this form was divided into 7 
sections: the decision to be made; the disorder of mind/brain; the ability to 
understand, retain and weigh up the relevant information; the communication of the 
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decision, and the assessment outcome (Table 1). 
 
AUDIT STANDARDS 
 
Each section of documentation was independently rated as sufficient or insufficient by 
authors 1 and 2 based on the audit standards detailed in Table 1. The standards were 
devised from current legal guidance (5).  
 
If the MCA1 form had 4 or more sections rated as sufficient (i.e. meeting the audit 
standard), the overall form was given a sufficient rating. This cut off was chosen to 
reflect a hypothesis that most DMC documentation would fall below the standard 
described in the legal guidance. Any discrepancies were discussed between the two 
authors until consensus was reached. 
 
Table 1 – Audit standards used by the authors to rate DMC documentation found as sufficient 
or insufficient 
 
 
This project was reviewed by the NHS Trust audit department. No ethical approval 
was required for the study as it was an investigation of clinical data already required 
as part of routine care. The only personal identification collected for each patient was 
an NHS number. All data was stored anonymously in a password protected file on an 
encrypted computer. 
 
 
III. RESULTS 
 
There were 58 assessments of DMC documented relating to 27 patients.  22 patients 
had no assessments of DMC for any decision documented. 12 of the 58 DMC 
documents were rated as sufficient overall when judged against the criteria described 
in Table 1.   
 
 
Section of MCA1 form Audit standard to be met in order for the section to be 
marked as sufficient 
1. The decision capacity is being 
assessed for 
Must be a single decision 
2. Is there an impairment of or 
disturbance in the functioning of the 
person’s mind or brain? 
Must state more than a diagnosis alone and describe 
aspects of behaviour or functioning that may have an 
impact on decision making 
3. Is the person able to understand 
information relevant to the decision? 
Must state what are felt to be the salient details the 
person needs to understand 
Must state what was done to assist the patient in 
understanding information 
4. Is the person able to retain the 
relevant information? 
Must state what was done to assist the patient in 
retaining information e.g. offering written information 
5. Is the person able to use or weigh 
the information as part of the 
decision making process? 
Must state which available choices were discussed 
6. Is the person able to communicate 
their decision? 
Must state how the patient communicated their 
decision 
7. Outcome with rationale If the outcome is that the patient lacks capacity, the 
assessor must refer to which elements of the capacity 
test (i.e. sections 3-6 of the form) the patient failed on 
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AUDIT STANDARDS 
 
Table 2 shows the results relating to each standard. The most common decisions for 
which DMC documentation was completed were whether to accept treatment, 
followed by a combined decision for admission and treatment (Table 3).  Where MCA 
assessment documentation was for a dual decision (admission and treatment), this 
automatically led to a rating of insufficient for the “decision” section as the MCA is 
clear that each assessment should be for a single decision only. 
 
Documentation on sections 2-5 of the forms was frequently judged insufficient due to 
the professional completing it re-stating the question rather than giving evidence 
specific to the patient; failing to mention what information was provided to the patient, 
including what options were discussed; failing to describe what was done to assist the 
patient in making the decision; and not describing the patient’s impairment or disability 
that impacted on their ability to make a decision (Table 2).  
 
Table 2 –The proportion of each section of the MCA1 forms rated sufficient and insufficient 
with examples. 
 
Section of 
MCA1 form 
Number of 
Forms rated 
insufficient  
(not meeting  
The standard) 
Number of 
Forms rated 
sufficient  
(meeting the 
standard) 
Example quotes 
from documentation 
judged to be 
insufficient  
Example quotes 
from documentation 
judged to be 
sufficient  
1. The decision 
capacity is being 
assessed for 
19 39 Admission and 
treatment  
Informal admission to a 
mental health unit 
2. Is there an 
impairment of or 
disturbance in 
the functioning 
of the person’s 
mind or brain? 
10 48 X has got a diagnosis of 
Lewy body dementia 
Attempted suicide by 
cutting his wrists/ 
paracetamol overdose 
3. Is the person 
able to 
understand 
information 
relevant to the 
decision?   
38 20 X cannot understand 
instruction due to 
Alzheimer’s disease 
X was able to partake 
in the assessment. Her 
thought process was 
logical and rationale 
there was no evidence 
of confusion 
4. Is the person 
able to retain 
the relevant 
information? 
45 13 Unable to retain 
adequately to weigh up 
information 
X was able to 
comprehend the 
information and was 
aware that the unit was 
a mental health 
5. Is the person 
able to use or 
weigh the 
information as 
part of the 
decision making 
process? 
45 13 She cannot understand 
the necessity in the first 
place 
 
Lack of insight limits 
this 
X was happy for 
support/help. He told 
me he was unable to 
keep himself safe at 
home alone and 
insightful that he 
requires help/support. 
6. Is the person 
able to 
communicate 
their decision? 
30 28 X has expressive 
dysphasia 
 
Does not communicate 
No issues identified 
during the assessment, 
able to communicate 
verbally, speech 
coherent 
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7. Outcome with 
rationale 
 
34 24 Yes as above 
 
X lacks capacity to give 
her consent to stay on 
the ward informally 
X lacks capacity as she 
cannot understand, 
retain, weigh up 
information or  
communicate a decision 
 
Table 3 – Decision to be made and the judged overall adequacy of DMC documentation.  
 
 
* The Decision Support Tool is a document designed to be completed a by a multidisciplinary 
team about a patient to identify whether their care needs meet the threshold for continuing 
healthcare funding. 
 
PROFESSIONALS COMPLETING DMC 
 
The majority of the DMC documentation was undertaken by doctors. Doctors’ 
documentation of DMC was sufficient in only 6 out of 43 cases, whereas liaison nurses’ 
documentation was found to be sufficient in all three cases (Table 4). 
 
Table 4- Professionals documenting DMC assessments and judged adequacy of documentation. 
 
Professional  Total 
number  
Number of 
Sufficient forms 
overall (i.e. with 
four or more 
sections marked 
as sufficient) 
Number of 
Insufficient forms  
Consultant Psychiatrist 18 0  18  
Specialty Doctor  17 5  12  
Higher Psychiatry Trainee Doctor 1 0  1  
Core Psychiatry Trainee Doctor 3 0  3  
Foundation year 1 Doctor  4 1  3  
Ward nurse  11 3 8  
Liaison nurse  3 3 0 
Unknown 1 0 1 
 
IV. DISCUSSION 
 
While several studies have previously examined the question of whether capacity is 
being assessed, there has been far less attention paid to the quality of capacity 
assessment. This study takes a step towards addressing this by focussing on the 
Decision Total 
number of 
documents 
Sufficient evidence 
(more than or equal to 
four standards met on 
the MCA1 form) 
Insufficient evidence 
(less than four 
standards met on 
the MCA1 form) 
Whether to accept treatment 23 5  18  
Combined admission and treatment 19 3  16  
Whether to be admitted 11 3  8  
Whether to participate in completion 
of the Decision Support Tool* 
2 0 2  
Whether to contribute to a decision 
regarding nursing interventions 
2 1 1  
Whether to appeal against detention 
in hospital under the Mental Health 
Act  
1 0 1 
Total 58 12  46  
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documentation of mental capacity assessments. Documentation should be a reflection 
of what was discussed (10) and recording this accurately is important to protect both 
patients and doctors should a decision ever be challenged in the future. There have 
been criticisms of a doctor’s record keeping in a high profile legal case relating to 
evidencing compliance with the MCA code of practice (11). With this in mind, 
documentation was classed as sufficient or insufficient based on legal guidance.  
 
A previous audit of 68 entries relating to DMC found that in 58% of cases, the steps 
taken to assess capacity were described (12). In our audit, a lower proportion of 
documentation (12/58) was felt to sufficient.  Although it is possible that detailed 
discussions are taking place but not being reflected in the documentation, the findings 
here are a cause for concern and undermine the progress that has been made in 
increasing the overall numbers of DMC assessments that are being conducted (13).  
 
QUANTITY OF ASSESSMENTS 
 
In England, the decision of whether to be admitted as a psychiatric inpatient must 
have associated DMC documentation. All psychiatric inpatients must also have DMC 
documented for treatment they receive. The Care Quality Commission monitor the 
standard of care provided in hospitals in England and routinely comment on MCA 
compliance in inspection reports(14).  
 
22 out of the 49 patients’ records reviewed for this study had no DMC documentation. 
This study, as have previous (17, 18) has demonstrated that there remains a 
significant number of patients admitted to old age psychiatric wards without 
documentation of their capacity to consent to admission or treatment. Previous studies 
have indicated that high levels of patients admitted to older adult psychiatric units lack 
capacity to make decisions regarding admission (48%) (17, 18) and treatment (62%) 
(16). Where patients are felt to lack capacity it is imperative that during DMC 
assessments clinicians are skilled at giving the patient the best chance to take part in 
decision making and can evidence this through documentation. The lack of 
descriptions in this sample of what was done to support patients to make capacitous 
decisions is concerning. 
 
PARITY BETWEEN MENTAL AND PHYSICAL HEALTHCARE 
 
A systematic review has found that there are similar proportions of patients who lack 
capacity to consent to admission and treatment on medical (34%) and psychiatric 
(45%) wards (17). In England, it is not mandatory for patients admitted to a medical 
hospital to have DMC documentation for the decisions to be admitted and receive 
treatment. Parity of esteem between mental and physical health care was enshrined 
in law in the England by the 2012 Health and Social Care Act (18). Mandating DMC 
assessments for those requiring admission to a psychiatric unit could be interpreted 
as going against this Act, section 2 (3) of the MCA (capacity cannot be established 
just by reference to a person’s age, condition or aspect of his behaviour) and the first 
statutory principle of the MCA (everyone over the age of 16 should be assumed to 
have capacity). The question remains as to whether the requirement of admission to 
a psychiatric unit is enough to suggest one lacks capacity. Is it fair to expect that 
psychiatric facilities document these decisions for every admission when physical 
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health facilities do not? 
 
PROFESSIONALS COMPLETING DOCUMENTATION 
 
In England, a patient cannot be admitted to a psychiatric hospital against their will 
unless they are first assessed under the Mental Health Act 1983 (MHA). This requires 
an assessment by three independent professionals: 2 doctors and an Approved Mental 
Health Professional (AMHP). The two doctors’ role is to decide whether to make a 
recommendation that the patient needs to be in hospital. It is the AMHP that ultimately 
decides to detain the patient in hospital (provided both doctors make 
recommendations). 31 of the 49 patients in this sample were admitted under the MHA. 
No DMC documentation for admission reviewed in this study was completed by 
AMHPs. Instead it was completed by doctors after the decision for admission had 
already been made. The function of DMC assessment and documentation should 
primarily be to guide management and not simply an administrative chore to be 
completed after the event.  Given that capacity assessments are time and decision 
specific, DMC documentation for admission completed in these circumstances does 
not capture the initial decision of whether to be admitted to hospital.  There is a time 
delay until the assessment is conducted for what will then be a different decision – 
whether to remain admitted to hospital.   
 
It is of note that all of the MCA documentation completed by consultants was rated as 
insufficient, despite the fact that consultant psychiatrists have high levels of training 
and experience in conducting such assessments.  Previous studies have highlighted 
that “the accuracy and effectiveness of implementing the MCA is contingent upon 
sufficient staffing and resources” (19) and that use of the MCA is seen as additional 
paperwork (20). This result could therefore be a reflection of the high consultant 
workload contributed to by low junior doctor numbers and ongoing recruitment 
difficulties in England (21). A recent systematic review identified challenges for clinical 
staff in applying the MCA in everyday clinical practice and limited effectiveness of 
current education strategies. As a result there have been calls for education and active 
implementation (22). Delays in developing training and local policies, variable 
knowledge of the definition of DMC and factors that may trigger an assessment of 
DMC (22) could also explain our findings of poor quality documentation by nursing 
staff and junior doctors. It is also possible that our findings are a reflection that the 
demands of a mental health ward conflict with the way the MCA was intended to be 
used (in terms of the time needed for training, to perform the MCA assessment, reflect 
on and document it) (23). 
 
MINIMUM INFORMATION 
 
The MCA assessor must identify the minimum amount of relevant information a person 
must understand in order to make a decision. This is a challenge as the assessor must 
tailor the information to the patients’ values and judge the amount of detail to provide 
(24). In general, a view is taken that the more complex and serious the decision, the 
higher the bar is set for decision making capacity (25). Case law has led to suggestions 
on the minimum amount of information required to be understood for someone to 
make a capacitous decision about admission (26) and treatment (27) (Box 1).  
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A similar study reports that just 26% of patients were given sufficient information in 
order to make a decision regarding admission (28). Admission to a psychiatric ward is 
not the same as admission to a general hospital ward. On a psychiatric ward in 
England, nurses can use a holding power to prevent an informal capacitous patient 
from leaving and the doors are nearly always locked. It is unclear what percentage of 
informal patients in this study were aware of these differences. 
 
The decision of whether to take medication for physical as well as mental health 
conditions falls under the decision of whether to accept treatment. A large number of 
DMC documentation did not define what specific interventions or medications the term 
“treatment” encompassed. For example, the decision of whether to take warfarin 
requires a person to understand a very different complexity and quantity of 
information about risks, benefits and monitoring requirements than the decision 
regarding whether to take Senna. According to the MCA Code of Practice, these should 
be separate capacity assessments and require separate documentation. When 
considering the numbers of medications patients were taking in our sample (on 
average 6.3 physical health medications and 2.3 psychotropic medications per patient) 
this would be a considerable increase in work load for the ward team.  
 
AUDIT CYCLE – THE NEXT STEP 
 
These findings highlight that more training and guidance is needed to support 
clinicians in evidencing DMC. This is planned to be delivered at induction of new staff 
members and through regular mandatory training. Case law will be used to highlight 
the importance of detailed documentation. Previous studies have demonstrated 
improvements in documentation with a structured proforma (29). With this in mind, 
since this project, the local MCA1 form has been redesigned with prompts to describe 
options discussed with patients and information given. There are plans to repeat the 
audit following education and dissemination of these results. 
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Box 1  
Minimum information suggested for the decision of whether to be admitted to a 
psychiatric ward (14) 
1. The person will be admitted for care and treatment for a mental disorder 
2. The doors to the ward will be locked 
3. Staff are entitled to carry out property and personal searches 
4. The person will expect to remain on the ward until seen by a doctor (at least 24 
hours) 
5. The person will be required to inform nursing staff whenever they leave, telling 
them where they are going and the time of return 
6. Nursing staff may refuse to agree to them leaving the ward if they believe the 
person is at risk or could pose a risk to others 
7. If the person leaves the ward without informing staff or does not return at the time 
they say the staff will contact the police 
8. The person’s description will be recorded by staff to enable the above 
9. The consequences of not being admitted to the ward 
 
Minimum information suggested for discussing treatment (27) 
- Illness requiring treatment 
- Nature of the treatment 
- Purpose of the treatment 
- Risks/side effects of the treatment 
- Risks of not having the treatment 
Alternative treatment options 
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LIMITATIONS 
 
This study involved a small number of patients and professionals completing 
documentation from one hospital in England. Because of this, it is possible that the 
results presented here are not truly representative of the population of interest. The 
reviewers were scrutinising the work of their colleagues. Although all documentation 
was anonymised before being rated as sufficient or insufficient, it is possible that the 
rating process was not completely free from rater or confirmation bias. 
 
FUTURE DIRECTIONS 
 
For testamentary capacity (30), capacity to gift (31), marry (32) and litigate (33) more 
specific, contextual legal standards in the courts through common law are not replaced 
by the MCA (34). Having an equivalent for capacity to consent to admission and 
treatment similar to that described by Palmer et al (35) or an evidence based tool 
such as the MCAST (36) may make the requirements of DMC documentation more 
clear.  
 
Acknowledgements 
 
We thank Dr John Bottomley and Dr Simon Bell for giving feedback on an earlier 
version of the manuscript. 
 
Disclosures 
 
The authors have no potential conflicts of interest to disclose. 
 
 
References 
1.  Great Britain. Department for Constitutional Affairs. Mental Capacity Act 2005 : Code of Practice 
[Internet]. TSO; 2007 [cited 2017 Jul 10]. 296 p. Available from: 
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/mental-capacity-act-code-of-practice 
 
2.  Department of Health. Reference guide to consent for examination or treatment Second edition 
[Internet]. UK; 2009 [cited 2019 Oct 23]. Available from: www.dh.gov.uk/consent 
 
3.  General Medical Council. Consent Part 2 Making decisions about investigations and treatment - 
GMC [Internet]. [cited 2019 Oct 23]. Available from: https://www.gmc-uk.org/ethical-guidance/ethical-
guidance-for-doctors/consent/part-2-making-decisions-about-investigations-and-treatment#paragraph-
51 
 
4.  House of Lords Select Committee on the Mental Capacity Act 2005. Mental Capacity Act 2005: 
Post-legislative Scrutiny [Internet]. 2014 [cited 2019 Oct 29]. Available from: 
http://www.parliament.uk/mps-lords-and-offices/standards-and-interests/register-of-lords-interests/ 
 
5.  Keene AR, Butler-Cole V, Allen N, Bicarregui A, Kohn N, Akhtar S. Mental Capacity Law Guidance 
Note: Capacity Assessments [Internet]. [cited 2017 Jul 10]. Available from: 
http://www.39essex.com/content/wp-content/uploads/2016/08/Capacity-Assessments-Guide-August-
2016.pdf 
 
6.  PC & Anor v City of York Council. [2013] EWCA Civ 478.  
 
[2019] International Journal of Mental Health and Capacity Law 
 
59  
7.  Montgomery v Lanarkshire Health Board. [2015] UKSC 11,  [2015] AC 1430; [2015] 2 WLR 768 
 
8.  Hinsliff-Smith K, Feakes R, Whitworth G, Seymour J, Moghaddam N, Dening T, et al. What do we 
know about the application of the Mental Capacity Act (2005) in healthcare practice regarding decision-
making for frail and older people? A systematic literature review. Heal Soc Care Community. 
2017;25(2):295–308.  
 
9.  Rotherham, Doncaster and South Humber NHS Foundation Trust. MCA1 Mental Capacity 
Assessment - Record of a Mental Capacity Assessment – For adults age 16 and over [Internet]. [cited 
2017 Nov 7]. Available from: http://www.rdash.nhs.uk/wp-content/uploads/2015/01/MCA1-Mental-
Capacity-Assessment.pdf 
 
10.  General Medical Council. Domain 1 - Knowledge skills and performance - GMC [Internet]. Good 
Medical Practice. 2014 [cited 2018 Oct 17]. Available from: https://www.gmc-uk.org/ethical-
guidance/ethical-guidance-for-doctors/good-medical-practice/domain-1---knowledge-skills-and-
performance 
 
11.  Kings College Hospital NHS Foundation Trust v C and Another. [2015] EWCOP 80.  
 
12.  Sorinmade O, Strathdee G, Wilson C, Kessel B, Odesanya O. Audit of fidelity of clinicians to the 
Mental Capacity Act in the process of capacity assessment and arriving at best interests decisions. Qual 
Ageing Older Adults. 2011;12(3):174–9.  
 
13.  Brown PF, Tulloch AD, Mackenzie C, Owen GS, Szmukler G, Hotopf M. Assessments of mental 
capacity in psychiatric inpatients: a retrospective cohort study. BMC Psychiatry [Internet]. 2013 Dec 15 
[cited 2017 Jul 10];13(1):115. Available from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23586975 
 
14.  Care Quality Commission. Consent to care and treatment (healthcare services) | Care Quality 
Commission [Internet]. [cited 2018 Oct 17]. Available from: https://www.cqc.org.uk/guidance-
providers/healthcare/consent-care-treatment-healthcare-services 
 
15.  Mukherjee S, Shah A. The prevalence and correlates of capacity to consent to a geriatric 
psychiatry admission. Aging Ment Health [Internet]. 2001;5(4):335–9. Available from: 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11767981 
 
16.  Maxmin K, Cooper C, Potter L, Livingston G. Mental capacity to consent to treatment and 
admission decisions in older adult psychiatric inpatients. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry [Internet]. 
2009;24(12):1367–75. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19378346 
 
17.  Lepping P, Stanly T, Turner J. Systematic review on the prevalence of lack of capacity in medical 
and psychiatric settings. Clin Med [Internet]. 2015 Aug 1 [cited 2017 Sep 6];15(4):337–43. Available 
from: http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26407382 
 
18.  Department of Health. Health and Social Care Act 2012 [Internet]. Queen’s Printer of Acts of 
Parliament; [cited 2017 Jul 10]. Available from: 
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2012/7/contents/enacted 
 
19.  Shah A, Banner N, Heginbotham C, Fulford B. The application of the mental capacity Act 2005 
among geriatric psychiatry patients: A pilot study. Int Psychogeriatrics. 2009;21(5):922–30.  
 
20.  Phair L, Manthorpe J. The use of the Mental Capacity Act among hospital patients: findings from a 
case study of one Acute Hospital Trust in England. J Adult Prot [Internet]. 2012 Nov 30 [cited 2019 Oct 
23];14(6):259–70. Available from: 
https://www.emerald.com/insight/content/doi/10.1108/14668201211286020/full/html 
 
21.  Centre for Workforce Intelligence. In-depth review of the psychiatrist workforce Main report 
[Internet]. [cited 2017 Sep 1]. Available from: 
[2019] International Journal of Mental Health and Capacity Law 
 
60  
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/507557/CfWI_Psychiatri
st_in-depth_review.pdf 
 
22.  Shah A, Banner N, Heginbotham C, Fulford B. The early experience of Old Age Psychiatrists in the 
application of the Mental Capacity Act 2005: a pilot study. Int psychogeriatrics [Internet]. 
2010;22(1):147–57. Available from: https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19552832 
 
23.  Clerk G, Schaub J, Hancock D, Martin C. A Delphi survey of practitioner’s understanding of mental 
capacity. J Adult Prot. 2018;20(5–6):174–86.  
 
24.  Sorinmade OA. Relevant information and the Mental Capacity Act. J Patient Saf Risk Manag 
[Internet]. 2019;24(2):71–5. Available from: https://doi.org/10.1177/2516043518820148 
 
25.  Drane JF. Competency to Give an Informed Consent. JAMA [Internet]. 1984 Aug 17 [cited 2017 
Jul 23];252(7):925. Available from: 
http://jama.jamanetwork.com/article.aspx?doi=10.1001/jama.1984.03350070043021 
 
26.  Judgement P (by his litigation friend the Official Solicitor) (Appellant) v Cheshire West and 
Chester Council and another (Respondents) P and Q (by their litigation friend, the Official Solicitor) 
(Appellants) v Surrey County Council (Respondent) [2014] UKSC 19.  
 
27.  Bellhouse J, Holland AJ, Clare ICH, Cqlnn M, Watson P. Capacity-based mental health legislation 
and its impact on clinical practice : 2 ) treatment in hospital. J Ment Heal Law. 2003;1(August):9–23.  
 
28.  Perry BI, Singh SP, White DH. Capacity Assessment and Information Provision for Voluntary 
Psychiatric Patients: a service evaluation in a UK NHS Trust. Int J Ment Heal Capacit Law [Internet]. 
2017 Feb 23 [cited 2017 Jul 10];2016(22):108. Available from: 
http://journals.northumbria.ac.uk/index.php/IJMHMCL/article/view/575 
 
29.  Guyver P, Hindle P, Harrison J, Jain N, Brinsden M. The Mental Capacity Act 2005: Review of 
mental capacity assessment in people with proximal femoral fracture. Psychiatrist. 2010;34(7):284–6.  
 
30.  Banks v Goodfellow. (1870) LR 5 QB 549.  
 
31.  Re Beaney deceased. [1978] 1 WLR 770.  
 
32.  Sheffield City Council v E. Vol. [2004] EWHC 2808.  
 
33.  Masterman-Lister v Brutton and Co. [2002] EWCA Civ 1889.  
 
34.  Emmett C, Poole M, Bond J, Hughes JC. Homeward bound or bound for a home? Assessing the 
capacity of dementia patients to make decisions about hospital discharge: Comparing practice with legal 
standards. Int J Law Psychiatry [Internet]. 2013 Jan [cited 2017 Jul 10];36(1):73–82. Available from: 
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23187119 
 
35.  Parmar J, Brémault-Phillips S, Charles L. The development and implementation of a decision-
making capacity assessment model. Can Geriatr J. 2015;18(1):15–28.  
 
36.  Jayes M, Palmer R, Enderby P. Development and feasibility of the Mental Capacity Assessment 
Support Toolkit (MCAST). In: UNESCO World Conference on Bioethics, Medical Ethics and Health Law 
[Internet]. Cyprus; 2017 [cited 2019 Nov 5]. Available from: 
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/320991530_Development_and_feasibility_of_the_Mental_Cap
acity_Assessment_Support_Toolkit_MCAST 
 
 
